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directed to tie solution of essentially inductive problems. But
it has been seldom apprehended clearly, either by these writers
or by others, that the validity of every induction, strictly inter-
preted, depends, not on a matter of fact, but on the existence of
a relation of probability. An inductive argument affirms, not
that a certain matter of fact is so, but that relative to certain
evidence there is a probability in its favour. The validity of the
induction, relative to the original evidence, is not upsets therefore,
if, as a fact, the truth turns out to be otherwise.
The clear apprehension of this truth profoundly modifies
our attitude towards the solution of the inductive problem. The
validity of the inductive method does not depend on the success
of its predictions. Its repeated failure in the past may, of course,
supply us with new evidence, the inclusion of which will modify
the force of subsequent inductions. But the force of the old
induction relative to the old evidence is untouched. The evidence
with which our experience has supplied us in the past may have
proved misleading, but this is entirely irrelevant to the
question of what conclusion we ought reasonably to have
drawn from the evidence then before us. The validity and
reasonable nature of inductive generalisation is, therefore, a
question of logic and not of experience, of formal and not of
material laws. The actual constitution of the phenomenal
universe determines the character of our evidence ; but it cannot
determine what conclusions given evidence rationally supports.